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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: RCE filed 1/8/08 to the application 
filed on 12/15/03, priority 12/20/02. 

2. Claims 1-56 are canceled. 

3. Claims 57-60 are added. 

4. Claims 57-60 are pending in the case. Claim 57 is an independent claim. 

Priority 

5. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Specification 

6. The specification is objected to since it discloses a conflict regarding the two 
modes set by the resource pack computer program (page 1 1 to page 12). 

In the first mode, the font mapping object container is accepted unchanged for a 
situation when installations use standard character collections (page 1 1 , lines 15-19). 
In the second mode, a character conversion of the document data stream is 
implemented, at least one corresponding replacement font is assembled, and the font 
mapping object container is emptied (page 11, lines 20-25). 

The specification also discloses that the program reads the document and implements 
operations depending on the content of the font mapping object container. 
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When the font mapping object container is emptied, there is no conversion. This is the 
second mode disclosed in page 11. 

When the font mapping object container comprises instructions for conversion fonts, 
(which means that the font mapping object container is not emptied) the conversion is 
implemented as disclosed as on page 12 which seems corresponding to the first mode. 
It makes sense when the font mapping object container comprises instructions for 
converting fonts, it implements conversion and it is not emptied. When the font 
mapping object container is emptied, no font conversion occurs since it does not include 
any conversion instructions. However, it sounds opposite to the disclosure on page 
11, lines 20-24 where the conversion is implemented and assembled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 57-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding independent claims 57 and its dependent claim 59, claim 57 refers to the first 
mode where the font mapping object container is accepted unchanged for a situation 
when output devices associated with the second computer use standard character font 
sets and the second mode where a character conversion of the document data stream 
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is implemented, at least one corresponding replacement font is assembled and the font 
mapping object container is emptied. 

Claim 59, on the other hand, recited that if the font mapping object container comprises 
instructions for font conversion, it implements the conversion (disclosed in specification 
both in page 11, #2 and page 12, #1), or if the font mapping object container is empty, 
then no font conversion occurs. Claim 59 appears inconsistent with claim 57 regarding 
the first mode and the second, and the situation of the font object mapping container. 

Also in independent 57 and its dependent claim 59, it is unclear about the connection of 
the text file with the resource file and the AFP document data stream. The claim recites 
that the resource file "is sent at the same time together with said AFP document data 
stream from said first computer to said second computer" (see preamble). On the other 
hand, the text file includes instructions for conversion of characters for font mapping and 
provides a font mapping table for an AFP font mapping object container. The AFP font 
mapping object container is selected and finally sent together with the document data 
stream from the first computer to the second computer. Therefore, it appears that the 
selected container to be sent along with the AFP document data stream is come from 
the resource file and the text file. 

Further, the claim recites that the resource pack computer program selects the font 
mapping object container and sends the font mapping object container in an application- 
specific AFP resource file at the same time and together with the document data stream 
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from the first computer to the second computer. Therefore, the resource file is not sent 
together with the AFP document data stream, but only the selected object container is. 

In addition, it appears contradictory in the recited first mode and second mode in claim 
57 which is opposite to the recitation of claim 59. 

In the first mode , if the font mapping object container is accepted unchanged for a 
situation when output devices associated with the second computer use standard 
character font sets, then it means that there is no need for any conversion and no need 
for a font mapping table for the mapping object container since the second computer 
uses standard character font sets . 

In the second mode , a character conversion of the document data stream is 
implemented and at least one corresponding replacement font is assembled and the 
font mapping object container is emptied. 

When there is a conversion, then the font mapping table should exist along with the 
conversion instructions in the font mapping object container (see claim 59) and so the 
font mapping object container is not emptied . 

When no conversion is needed, then there is no need for a font mapping table for a 
mapping object container, and so the mapping object container should be emptied (see 
claim 59). 

Dependent claims 58-60 are rejected for fully incorporating the deficiencies of their base 
claim. 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Nakatsuji et al. (US 2001/0043214). 
Erickson et al. (US 6,331,895). 
Shimamura (US 2002/0089503). 
Kawate et al. (US 2004/0076400). 
Furukawa et al. (US 2004/0086156). 
Proudler et al. (US 2008/0022128). 
Nakatsuji et al. (US 6,633,292). 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cong-Lac Huynh whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4125. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs (8:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Cong-Lac Huynh/ 
Cong-Lac Huynh 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 
2/15/08 



